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Aloe menachensis (Schweinf.) Blatter, in F/. Arabica—Rec. Bot. Surv. Ind., 
8, 463 (1916-36). A. percrassa Schweinfurth non Todaro var. menachensis 
Schweinf. in Bull. Herb. Boiss. 2, App. I, 64 (1894). A. trichosantha Berger var. 
menachensis Schweinf. in Pflanzenr. IV, 38, 232 (1908). O. Schwartz in FI. Trop. 
Arab., 351, (1939). 

The taxonomy of Arabian Aloes presents many difficulties. Type specimens 
are frequently non-existent, the original descriptions not as complete as might 
be desired while the type localities, particularly those which lie in the Yemen 
are, at present, difficult of access. Moreover, many Aloes noted or collected in 
various parts of Southern Arabia were assigned, without much critical con- 
sideration, to one or other of the species previously described either from that 
area or from neighbouring parts of Africa. Such indiscriminate lumping of 
fairly heterogeneous elements under a common specific designation has 
aggravated considerably the confusion surrounding the Arabian section of the 


genus Aloe. 
The foregoing reflections seem to apply, if only in part, to one of the Aloes 


collected by Schweinfurth in March, 1889, near Menakha in the Haraz 
Mountains which jut out from the Western Escarpment of the Yemen and 
described by him as A. percrassa var. menachensis. 

A. percrassa Schweinf. non Todaro is none other than A. trichosantha 
Berger. Consequently, Schweinfurth’s variety was listed by Berger (/.c.) as 
A. trichosantha var. menachensis. Berger, however, queries whether it might 
not represent a distinct species. 

Subsequently Blatter (/.c.) assigned specific rank to Schweinfurth’s plant, 
but O. Schwartz, in FI. Trop. Arab. lists it once more as a variety of A. trichos- 
antha Berger. 

A. trichosantha Berger was collected and studied in great detail by Dr. 
G. W. Reynolds at its type locality at Ghinda, Eritrea and at various other 
points in that territory and in Ethiopia. 

The plant from Menakha is represented in the Royal Herbarium, Kew, by 
Schweinf. 1685! which consists of a leaf and a raceme, the latter at the end of 
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the flowering stage. The conclusions drawn in the present paper are based on 
this herbarium sheet and on the descriptions given by Schweinfurth and Berger. 
A comparison between these and A. trichosantha from the African continent 


reveals significant differences, which may be summarised as follows: 


A. trichosantha 


A. menachensis 


Berger (Schweinf.) Blatter 

Habit: Suckering, forming groups Sometimes Solitary ? 
solitary. . 

Stem: None, rarely short, procumbent. Erect, up to 50 cm. high. 

Leaf 

Rosette: Sub-densely leaved. Very compact, “capitate”. 

Leaves: -45-50 cm. long, 10 cm. broad at base Up to 40 cm. long, 16 cm. broad at 
(Schweinfurth gives 75 x 17-5 cm.); base; deltoid-acuminate, ascending- 
lanceolate - attenuate, suberectly incurved, very rigid; purple-green, 
spreading, rather rigid; lighter to unicoloured; margins with purple 
darker green, usually spotted; margins border, distantly toothed. 
with pale cartilaginous border, sinuate- 
dentate. 

Peduncle: Simple to (usually) 2-branched; Many-branched, branches “angular” 
branches terete. 

Racemes: 25-40 cm. long. Up to 25 cm. long. 

Pedicels: 5 mm. long. 7-8 mm. long. 

Perianth: Straight, 28-36 mm. long; coral-pink Somewhat curved, 30 mm. long; 
with greenish segment apices; shortly yellow or scarlet; very shortly 
hairy-tomentose; outer segments free tomentose; outer segments free for 
for 10-12 mm. 12 mm. 

Filaments: In turn exserted by 4 mm. Not at all or only very slightly 


exserted. 


In brief, the two taxa differ widely in habit and the branching of the 


inflorescence while, moreover, the length of their respective racemes, the form 
and margins of the leaves, the form and tomentum of the perianths and other 
details serve as additional distinguishing factors between them. Dr. Reynolds 
points out that A. trichosantha is not a mountain species, while the opposite 
appears to be the case with A. menachensis. 

The present writer believes that the differences outlined above constitute 
sufficient reason for regarding the plant from Menakha as a species distinct 
from A. trichosantha Berger. The specific epithet, A. menachensis (Schweinf.) 
Blatter should, therefore, be upheld. 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 


The author wishes to express his appreciation to: 

Dr. G. W. Reynolds, for his invaluable advice in all matters concerning 
Aloe, for reading and commenting upon the present paper, for the accompanying 
photograph of A. trichosantha and for detailed notes on that species. 


Fic. 1. A. trichosantha Berger, near Nefasit, Eritrea. 
Photo: By courtesy of Dr. G. W. Reynolds. 
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FıG. 2. A. menachensis (Schweirf.) Blatter. Herbarium Sheet of 


Schweinfurth 1685. 


Photo: By courtesy of the Royal Herbarium, Kew. 
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